Distinctness faces a number of empirical as well as theoretical challenges. At the theoretical level, defining Distinctness across domains and languages is far from trivial. On the contrary, SSG, which is based on Case theory, is uniformly defined across languages for those domains that can be shown to be sensitive to properties of Case-checking/licensing. In other words, what counts as distinct differs within a language and across languages, while structural Case features are uniformly defined. For instance, consider of-insertion with the complements of adjectives, e.g. proud of his father. Adjectives also require prepositional objects, much like nominalizations do in English, a fact that follows from classic Case theory but is unexpected und Distinctness, since arguably the labels of A and N are sufficiently distinct. Second, there are systematic exceptions to Distinctness. Greek/Spanish/Romanian allow VSO orders with two vP-internal DPs, as discussed in A&A (2001) . Distinctness could offer a solution suggesting that case morphology counts (see below). While Greek/Romanian have case morphology, albeit heavily syncretic, Spanish does not. Importantly, however, insertion of the special marker a in Spanish is conditioned by factors that poorly relate to Distinctness and rather have to do with the aspectual structure of predicates and structural Case (Torrego 1998). A further set of problems relates to in multiple sluicing and multiple wh-fronting. According to Richards, linearization in Japanese and German (7) is sensitive to features like [NOM] , and [ACC], i.e. case morphology makes DPs distinct. (7) Ich habe jedem Freund ein Buch gegeben, aber ich weiß nicht mehr wem welches I have every friend a book given, but I know not anymore whom which This predicts that these languages will not fall under SSG (a prediction apparently correct for German). This, however, raises the question as to the role of case morphology across languages, as it seems that in some languages [NOM] and [ACC] count for Distinctness but not in others. A related issue arises in the area of phonological identity and case syncretism in multiple sluicing and multiple wh-fronting languages. In German, phonological identity does not seem to be the key issue, i.e. (8) is ok: (8)
Ein Auto hat ein Haus zerstört, aber ich weiss nicht mehr welches Auto welches Haus a car has a house destroyed, but I don't know any more which car which house However, in Serbocroatian multiple wh-questions, identity and syncretism play the key role. It is not clear what regulates the parametric variation observed. We note here that in Greek, where the SSG does not hold, the counterpart of (8) is fine, supporting the idea that there is a correlation between the conditions on multiple sluicing and the SSG. This raises a more general question for Distinctness: why should morphological richness affect syntax? This is especially unexpected under views according to which morphology merely interprets syntax (Marantz 1991 , Bobaljik 2006 . 5. Finally, Khoisan languages pose a crucial challenge for Richards. In these languages a prepositional marker ko is obligatorily present in transitive constructions and absent in intransitives. (9), without ko, is out: (9) *Uto dchuun-a |Kaece n!ana n!ang car hit-TRANS |Kaece road in 'A car hit Kaece in the road' In order to account for this, Collins (2003) argues that ko is a Last Resort mechanism. It is inserted to provide a landing site for movement in constructions that would otherwise violate the Multiple Case Condition (MCC), a variant of the SSG: (10) Multiple Case Condition: By Spell-Out, VP can contain no more than one argument with a (valued) undeleted Case feature. For (6), the issue is that the two arguments bear distinct labels (DP, PP) and the domain in which the condition is computed (VP) is not a phase. We thus conclude that most cases of Distinctness can be explained by appealing to Case theory. Presumably the other environments discussed by Richards fall under principles that are not part of the syntactic computation but rather of PF, hence their different nature.
